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indeed, which its exponents at times perceive,
but which, as we shall see presently, they utterly
fail to remedy. What we want, as virtuous
agents, to have scientifically made plain to us, is
that certain pleasures that lie for us on the far
side of pain are greater for us beyond comparison
than those that lie on the near side. The
superior amount of their pleasurableness is an
' inexpugnable element,' as Mr. Spencer says,
4 in our conception of them.'

Now the pleasures in question are, as we
have seen, vicarious ; they are, so to speak, not
.self-luminous. What we require then in a satis-
factory answer must be one of two things. One
of these might be a proof that those pleasures
which are self-luminous, that is, which are
secured by us for others, so far exceed any that
could be self-luminous for ourselves, that the
mere reflection of the former will outshine the
sunlight of the latter. But this, we see at once,
is an impossibility. No such pleasures exist.
Nor, even if they did, would their existence
meet the needs of the case ; for though they
mightj no doubt, excite virtue in a minority, yet
from the very terms of the proposition, they
could do so in a minority only. Those who
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